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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 24 and 25 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 21 February 
2007. 

2. Applicant's election of Group I, claims 1-23, in the reply filed on 21 February 
2007 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out 
the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 5 and 1 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

The recitations of "said passage" (i.e., referring to the tubular member passage) 
in claims 15 and 16 should be amended to clearly distinguish from "a passage" recited 
back in claim 1 , line 3, to avoid any confusion. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-10, 12-18, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Restivo 4,841 ,592 (hereinafter Restivo) in view of Harris et al. 

5,235,722 (hereinafter Harris). 

With respect to claim 1 , the patent to Restivo discloses a fan blade cleaning tool 
(Figs. 1-6), comprising a box-shaped housing 11 having first and second openings 16, 
22, respectively, on opposing sides and a passage 22a extending therebetween for 
receiving a fan blade (col. 1 , lines 34-39 and col. 3, lines 57-60). The patent to Restivo 
discloses all of the recited subject matter as set forth above with the exception of a dust 
gutter extending outwardly from, and adjacent to, said first opening. The patent to Harris 
discloses a fan blade cleaning tool comprising a dust receptacle or gutter 17 extending 
outwardly from, and adjacent to, an opening (Figs. 1 and 3; col. 2, lines 17-21). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided Restivo's tool with 
a dust gutter extending outwardly from, and adjacent to, said first opening as taught by 
Harris for the purpose of collecting dust removed by the tool when cleaning a fan blade 
as well as preventing dust from falling on an operator. 

As for claim 2, said housing clearly includes opposing first and second inner 
walls defining said passage (Fig. 1). 

As for claim 3, said housing includes first and second cleaning pads 19a, 20, 
respectively, removably securable within said passage (Fig. 2; col. 4, lines 12-16). 

As for claim 4, said first pad 19a is adjacent said first inner wall, and said second 
pad 20 is adjacent said second inner wall (Figs. 1,3,5 and 6). 
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As for claim 5, said first and second pads are deformably resilient and form a fit 
within said passage (col. 3, lines 21-25 and 42-45). 

As for claim 6, said first and second pads 19a, 20, respectively, are foam (col. 2, 
line 64 to col. 3, line 16). 

As for claim 7, said first and second pads 19a, 20, respectively, include adjacent 
cleaning surfaces for simultaneously contacting opposing surfaces of the fan blade 
(Figs. 1-6; col. 1 , lines 34-42). 

As for claim 8, said first and second pads have "substantially identical" dimensions 
(Figs. 1 , 2, 5 and 6). 

As for claim 9, at least one of said first and second pads includes a beveled edge 
19j (Figs. 2, 3 and 5; col. 3, lines 5-7). 

As for claim 10, said beveled edge 19j is adjacent said first opening (Figs. 2, 3 and 

5). 

As for claim 12, said housing comprises a first major planar surface 12 spaced 
from a second major planar surface 13, and sidewalls 14, 15 extending between and 
integral with said first and second major surfaces (Fig. 1 ; col. 2, lines 46-49). 

As for claim 13, in the Restivo tool, as modified by Harris, said dust gutter extends 
outwardly from, and is integral with, said second major surface 13. Note, the integral 
dust gutter 17 in Harris' Figs. 1 and 3.. 

As for claim 14, there is a tubular member 23 having a passage extending 
outwardly from said second major surface 13 (Figs. 1 ,4, 5 and 6). 
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As for claim 15, said passage 23 is deemed to extend "substantially perpendicular" 
to said second major surface 13 (Fig. 4). 

As for claim 16, there is an elongate handle 24 releasably securably within said 
passage 23 at threads 11a (Fig. 4; col. 3, lines 60-62). 

As for claim 17 reciting said first and second major planar surfaces flare 
outwardly proximate said first opening, it is the position of the Examiner that such 
change involves a mere change in shape of the housing and would be obvious to 
enable one to insert a fan blade easier through the cleaning tool. 

Similarly, as for claim 18 reciting said first opening is larger than said second 
opening, it is the position of the Examiner that such change involves a mere change in 
shape of the housing and would be obvious to enable one to insert a fan blade easier 
through the cleaning tool. 

As for claim 22, in the Restivo cleaning tool, as modified by Harris, the housing 
and dust gutter is integrally formed (see Fig. 3 Harris). To have formed the housing and 
dust gutter of plastic would be an obvious modification (if not already) in order to render 
the cleaning tool lighter in weight and to also enable mass production of the tool. 

As for claim 23, in the Restivo cleaning tool, as modified by Harris, the dust 
gutter includes a curved base (see Fig. 3 Harris). 

6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Restivo 
in view of Harris as applied to claims 1-3 above, and further in view of Schoenfield 
2,896,243 (hereinafter Schoenfield). 
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The patent to Schoenfield discloses a cleaning tool comprising pads E, E1 which 
are moistened with a "polishing" fluid (col. 3, lines 7-13). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided the modified Restivo cleaning tool such 
that the pads are moistened with a "polishing" fluid as taught by Schoenfield for the 
purpose of cleaning dust off of the blade surface. 

7. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Restivo 
in view of Harris as applied to claims 1 , 3 and 12 above, and further in view of LaCroix 
6,345,409 (hereinafter LaCroix). 

The patent to LaCroix discloses a dust gutter 7 which is deemed to lie on a plane 
spaced from the plane of a second major surface (Figs. 1 and 6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided the modified Restivo tool with 
a dust gutter which lies on a plane spaced from the plane of a second major surface as 
taught by LaCroix for the purpose of positioning the dust gutter away from the openings 
and thus interfering with the cleaning of the fan blade. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 19 and 20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The patents to Restivo, Berleme, Lytton, Nicholson, Bellardini, 
Schneider, Cika, DeLaHoz, and Grimm are relevant to various fan blade cleaning 
configurations. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randall Chin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1270. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA>or571 -272-1 000. 



Randall Chin 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 


